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PCRE o] £ AF8A9 B3
Aedahe AFRT #d A7
3 SA1, etg&l, A, o2&

dAad s Jesta, JAHG 2945

Mo|: pCR, X|ZZ!8 A actinomycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus, H. paraphrophilus

1. &

AFAGRL Ao} AXzAY 45¢ U
Bk oohe) 2% A YA R Az
AA § 49 FAAYT o= A% Fo}g
A& 23 o] AFARY N TR
% o] MZolehs AMd] olv dE <A
H3 9o NFA%e] Fejol we} oo H
e A7 Ad= 27 ga2g& e 93
Az Q. et AFA85 T ADe]
9le x|eda}x el e #HAF Actinobaccillus
actinomycetemcomitans, Hemophilus aphrophilus
9l Hemophilus paraphrophilus §-& wl¥3] 4l
HolA e Agel7|= 3.

AFAEe] Aoz N At 1 ¥
Abgel 7Ht Fod 48 B Re=
Falgglond) 1 FoME 53] XdsiAd
W Aol F2 F3te Aoz HaHYSG

. =3 e A} 249 A A5
gl o|% € AW T BFHe S,

FHAE 5006 F chepat A7) 2
3 AFARE oPIATE ALAdsA A
EAFP). AFAG fAe X 2dsH e &=
A Gt 279 A7 7Hed 249 A
7 Ftel A7 AdeA XFAR A=
Aolale d HAe] glon, o|F AF F 13
4 WA A9 v g M S F4
g 8714 3384 A7 542 9 dAmE
o] AFzxAE AIANINAY HAYAE AF3}
o AFzAe AfL Huse 0 AR ¢
AY AZ4=st FH0%0 3 & 4 g AF
A #29 30~90%E A 2 2 ¥R
ol AlA A. actinomycetemcomitans7} 7 §ui12),
EEAE 278 oM E A, oo}
T Yo FAY 53] Y2 XFAY 9
xFe] AFAG BAAN LA g
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=% F2d AFAE $A45 pA FR9
85% ole] AAAFAE /M Aoz vehy
3 o] F 31%0|A A. actinomycetemcomitans7}
BAHAG D B PGD, =g Abst §
M5 27|24 Actinomyces viscos, A.
israelii, Streptococcus mutans 52 1RFA Al
Fol AFA% AAHO 27|HA o] Fol
= A. actinomycetemcomitans, Bacteroides gingi-
valis, H. paraphrophilus 5 4 @< 21384 A
FEo) AFA%R AAYty B aFH ),

gety £ 47 AAES] 978 vigez
gt X FAge] AYHR UAY WM o=
g3 e AL SHT AEE AEIAY
AFAHRE gA g AR 7 AdE
Zo| @& 5ALE ¥AMH7] Heln e}
AFA% (A4 Qe vAEE dFYe=
A AH ARE FAA 7= AU

I el FRH EFAs:e AF F%
AzAY Atole) ABVHE A4sn Y
¥3]7] $18 PCR(polymerase chain reaction)
2 37 59 A2 DNAE A&37] 4
g F2 whfe]n], in vitroo| A specific DNA
o 9Ag zades m=s FF) A
A APezn A AR A2el o4
St SAY primerg AHg3hE Aol

a8ez AFAE PCRE ol43lq 77 ¥
s ALdsAds S A8
#AH Actinobaccillus actinomycetemcomitans,
Hemophilus aphrophilus 3 Hemophilus para-
phrophilus®] ¥E& SFelryz AFHHo=
Az HAYP 308 ¢ AFARE 7P 2
4 8219 AeQdsx e g ey & A3t A
actinomycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus R H.
paraphrophilus A o] 98 PCRE AA|stx A
BaALE o83l 7 Aol W& RFLP(res-
triction fragment length polymorphism)$& 4l
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A A5t wushe oo,

2. MY A B

2.1 st

2 A7 gAS AR e 248 E g
2&uq Kol 20019 195 6974x) AF
A% A=s Yshod WU A F NYH A
Fetdoz AT $A 3099 HeQaAy
s} elodo] ) DNAS FZ3o] APAE2 ALE
sk ko] HF QAL 3854 o FA}
704, 27} 529 o) dek. ARl A #7) 7)
Yoz AEANE AN B 1 F HE
Hoz AP 1229 & A7z A0

22DNAFE

2.2.1 Plaque9 A DNA %

F74R 8 YA XA} Gz AA F
& AAR ¥ FF curettd Alg3lgen X
LQsAg = TR Aoz XNLPE F
Wtz A Fge] 3mm o)} J|Eoz 4 -
slof AAR, FAR A 1 A7 A 2 dF3
oA AAstAS. AT A 2AsA ) E 1.5ml
o] 3¢ FF4dd ¥ HAAZL F 1.5ml
microtubeel] ¥o] 9,000rpmeo= 1087+ A
¥2 & ¥ pipettec 2 A34E ¥ F IJA
Eo] 467 ml TE buffer(10% SDS 30 ml+
20 mg/ml Proteinase K 3ml)& o 37°C
water bathel]A] 1 A]Z} ¥4} incubation A]Z]
ot 28 98 5% phenold Ho] 43| 4
o8& EEo & ¥ 9.000rpme]A 10¥ F<t
A s, 948 F 4F9E A tube
o Y1 9A FH9 HEd Yo fAEA
F}

AA e 1089 1o 23 sodium
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acetate® }7}sle] 0.6v] 239 isopropanolg
2718 ¥ -20°CelA overnight A]Zlc}h. 22
I 4500 rpmel M 158 F¢F LAE] F 43
dE ¥ 70% &&E H7bste 9,000 rpm
oA 10% F< ¥AEsta DNAe| §#€
&g AAT F o]F AF2dA 1A <t
AzAZ. A=xA7] DNA¢l Ao TE
buffer& #H7}s}e] -20°CellA B#sle] PCR
o ARg-3tsict.

2.2.2 Saliva°lAl DNA &

F7AE 2AeAM 2mle] tubee] °F 13-7F
Ele) g Yol 15ml W& F X 2dsxgoA
DNAE F&3t: Wit U8 =iz
DNAE 9.

2.3 Primer M€

PCRE $913l4 200nge] A& DNA, dNTP
400 uM, primer 10 pmol, 02U2] Taq poly-
merase(Beringer Menheim Co., Germany) 2
2|3 5pul 10X buffer& &3t 5pl9) vl g
9HE3lch. PCRoIA primer& hot start ¥pj o
2 94°CollA 587+ MAAZ F, 94°Coll 148,
55°Cef] 18, 72°Cel]l 182 303] ulE33 72°C
oA} 787} extension 3}t o] A FolA A}
4% primere] g7|uwjd-E (Table 1)3} 2}

2.4 Agarose gel electrophoresis

PCR& AAIZ ¥ PCRY o3& #qldy)
$}5}e] PCR AHES] =7)o)] we} 0.7~1.0%2)
agarose gel electrophoresis® AlA]dle PCR

Table 1. Primer sequences used in this study

Primer sequence 5'— 3’

Forward primer 5-TCC TAC GGG AGG CAG CAG-3’
Reverse primer 5-CCC GGG AAC GTA TTC ACC-3’

203
AEE $U8s,

2.5 RFLP(Restriction fragment
length polymorphism) &4

PCR ¥ A% &4 Hha I, Hinf 1§ o] 43}
o RFLPE otusie. AA &3 20uz 3
o Hha 1, Hinf I& 1pl(1U), 10X buffer 2 pl,
PCR product 10 ul, distilled water 7 pl&
1.5ml tubeel] Fo] 37°C $3o|A 3417} Eo}
qH3AIZH Wbl B ¥ 2% agarose gel
271945 & AAEla ethidium bromidez 4
A3le] Simon and JoelVe] wide| wa}l, A&
W FE¢ $4 = BAs7] S8 RFLPE
A8t e. Hhe 18 7H4 7+ $o23¥ PCR
ARE) afe g8 A4 AT B
A} =7 A. actinomycetemcomitans7} 735 3
279bp, H. aphrophilusi= 634, 279 3 100bp,
223 H. paraphrophilus= 481, 279 R 253bp
o|e}. Hinf 18] 7$-& A. actinomycetemcomitans
7} 937bp, H. aphrophilus7} 661 ¥ 275bp, H.
paraphrophilus7} 791 3 124 bpe]|c}.

2.6 SH=M

AP dzzolAM AA gz 2o
AspAelel EAsE 72 A7 54 A= ¥
T2 ARy 98 AR Az degy)
oe} HEge Jehlgden AP gz
o) MFe) $EE AWy,

3. A8H

3.1 UetRte] MY - ol 2

AA A4 12270 A2 Aulo) mje 2
ZE AHEGE o 304 vgtelA FA}
329%, A7} 385%0|9, 31~40M M= Fa}
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Table 2. Distribution of age and sex on subjects unit: %
Age Female male . Total
under 30 23(32.9) 20(38.5) 43(35.2)
31~40 25(35.7) 17(32.7) 42(34.4)
over 41 22(31.4) 15(28.8) 37(30.3)
Total 70(100) 52(100) 122(100)

7} 357%, AR} 327%Hk. 414 o)At A=
FA7} 314%, A7} 28.8% 9] ¢t Table 2).

3.2 TSRR] ‘ol WE MiZ2l 8E

2748 A2e Yakod YUT B 293}
AFH oz 73T HAYA 09L& dx2F
oz 3o A2ARXH Y Y s}
PCRE& AA AR} A. actinomycetemcomitans, H.
aphrophilus 3 H. paraphrophilus Aol <&
Aol @& X o33 Zo(Table 3).

dx=FoAAM FAe 7S gdelA A. actino-
mycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus 3 H. para-
phrophilus7} ZY7Zt 214%, 0%, 21.4%2 Jepg
on, xedstAe A Z7 45.0%, 5.0%,
450%, Aol AEAUG. =7 oz AS
el o} o) ] A. actinomycetemcomitans, H.

aphrophilus % H. paraphrophilus7} Zt7} 54.29%,
42%, 250%2 Jepgon] xedae oA
Z+7k 43.3%, 0%, 500%2 el

AR TN dA A4, el A. actino-
mycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus R H. para-
phrophilus7t 77} 37.5%, 15%, 444%2 e}
wew, A2AfAHAN 22 529%, 0%,
135%2 Jepge. =8 9219 74, ety
A. actino- mycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus 3
H. paraphrophilus7} Zt7} 49.0%, 0%, 412%2
dehtow AeqstAdeA 27t 544%, 0%,
421%= Jepytt

3.3 iAol WE MlZe| A&

2 eld oA A. actinomycetemcomitans,
H. aphrophilus ¥ H. paraphrophilus7} z+zt
42.1%, 2.6%, 23.7%% Jepgon], x]-2ds}x
eloll A 747t 440%, 2.0%, 480%2 ‘yepytct.
Ay 79 eldoll A A. actinomycetemcomitans,
H. aphrophilus 3 H. paraphrophilus7} 77z}
423%, 08%, 43.1%=2 Jebgon, L9351
glel A Ztz} 535%, 0%, 43.0%= e
{Table 4).

Table 3. Distribution of bacteria collecting from saliva and plaque in normal eriodontitis patients according to sex N(%)
Men ' Women
Variables ...................................................... Tatal ............................. b SRS e R Total Tota[
Aa Ha Hp ND Ac Hao "Hp N.D

Normal Saliva 3 B 3 8 14 13 1 6 4 24 38
(21.4) (21.4) (572) (100) (54.2) (42) (250) (166) (100) (100)

Plaque 9 1 9 1 20 13 15 2 30 50

(45.0) (5.0) (45.0) (50) (100) (43.3) ) (50.0) (6.7) (100) (100)

Periodontitis ~ Saliva 27 1 32 12 72 25 B 21 5 51 123
(375) (1.5) (44.4) (166) (100) (49.0) (1.2) (98) (100) (100)

Plague 45 B 37 3 85 31 ~ 24 2 57 142
(52.9) (435) (36) (100) (54.4) (421) (35) (100) (100)

A.a, Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans; H.a, Hemophilus. aphrophilus; H.p, Hemophilus paraphrophilus and

N. D, Not Detected.
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Table 4. Comparison of the distribution of A. actinomycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus and

H. paraphrophilus in normal and periodontitis patients in this study unit: %
Variables Ao H.o H.p N.D Total
Normal Saliva 16(42.1) 1(2.6) 9(23.7) 12(31.6) 38(100)
Plaque 22(44.0) 1(2.0) 24(48.0) 3(6.0) 50(100)
Periodontitis  Saliva 52(42.3) 1(0.8) 53(43.1) 17(13.8) 123(100)
Plaque 76(53.5) - 61(43.0) 5(3.5) 142(100)

A.a, Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans; H.o, Hemophilus. aphrophilus; H.p, Hemophilus paraphrophilus and

N. D, Not Detected.

3.4 LHHRLL| 22 2e| Hel

AA e 342 348 APH Yz
Zoz FEaed AvE A APToA 29
o] 533%= 7} wigtom 3w e])Abe] 41.3%%
o Jz22e 34 o4te] 533%= 7H wld.
&4 whge Areg AYZelA 9, oAz
Fedrt (1% 71 Bten dEdMs
9] - ol 2 Hds) 934%2 AR 9ot 3
&4 238 Avnd AYEH Yz 25
A Aels} AF a3 87x Hecea g

A%} 27 45.7%, 63.3%=2 4R wroko
(Table 5).

3.5 Tk A1 Mot B

A3 AYZAM 7AYol gt & A4}
403%9 27 6719 o]Ateleglm & A
369%A . dz2FME 67149 o|Atelgtm &t
757t 333%=2 M4 wokew 7gol glde
3 8 A= 30.0%% K Table 6).

Table 5. Comparison between nommal and periodontitis patients on toothmanagement unit: %
Variables Normal Periodontitis
No. of tooth brushing
1 time 1(3.4) 5(5.4)
2 times 13(43.3) 49(53.3)
over 3 times 16(53.3) 38(41.3)
Toothbrushing method
Up and down 28(93.4) 59(64.1)
Side by side 1(3.3) 25(27.2)
Rolling 1(3.3) 5(5.4)
Random 3(3.3)
Toothbrushing bounds
Teeth 3(10.0) 15(16.3)
Teeth + gingiva 8(26.7) 35(38.0)
Teeth + gingiva + tongue 19(63.3) 42(45.7)
Total 30(100) 92(100)
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Table 6. Oral prophylaxis experience unit: %
Duration R
within 1 month
1~3 month 2(6.6) 11(12.0)
3~6 month 4(13.4) 5(5.4)
over 6 months 10(33.3) 34(36.9)
no experience 9(30.0) 37(40.3)
Total 30(100) 92(100)
Table 7. Precaution treatment of periodontal disease for normal and periodontitis patients. unit: %
Toothbrushing 81(87.1) 22(81.5)
Formal scaling 14(15.1) 6(22.2)
Taking medicine by oral - -
Use of oral hygiene product 5( 5.4) 2( 7.4)
Total 100(107.5) 30(111.1)

3.6 LAl 13 2t olg iy 0|8
APz daze AFAS ez 4

s

937
191

B61

275

124

2A LYozt & A4t AYLAAN 222%,
dzFlME 151%5% FAAYEEE AHS

dxF 25 3&Aogn & A$7  fgm 8 ALt AGZAME 74%, d2Tl
Z}z} 815%, 871%2 7} werew A7|MQl A 54%% K Table 7).

Fig 1. Typical pattems of analysis by PCR/Hinf | restriction enzyme digestion at the 16s rRNA gene. PCR
products were subjected to 10% PAGE for separation and then EtBr staining for visualization(lanes 1
thru 14 were a product of electrophoresis)
* Actinobaciilus actinomycetemcomitans are represented 937(bps) fragments; Hemophilus aphrophilus,

661 and 275; and H. paraphrophilus, 791 and 124.
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Fig 2. Typical pattems of analysis by PCR/Hha 1 restriction enzyme digestion at the 16s rRNA gene. PCR
products were subjected to 10% PAGE for separation and then EtBr staining for visualization(lanes 1

thru 14 were a product of electrophoresis)

* Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans are represented 735 and 279(bps) fragments; Hemophilus
aphrophilus, 634, 279 and 100; and H. paraphrophilus, 481, 279 and 253.

4.2 O

AFAY AL AedsAged e
Gt F7 Az shed 249 Agel
A7t Ao AFAG Jejz Aeldt:
#AAo] et ol& T F 21¥A WA HF
9 Hlge] F71E o NFAH WY Az}
73 434 Y. AFA8L doy|=
AFY FF7+= A. actinomycetemcomitans,
Porphyromonas gingivalis, Fuso- bacterium
nucleatum, Prevotella intermedia, Peptostreto-
coccus micros, H. paraphrophilus, H. aphrophilus
% § 4 9len, o 23 AFAee] A
Aol A B A7t ALF o] oM,

Y AFGL 304 o] dFHeAM el
Y= 7P e Jeo) NFgez Aol
Agse] Yepdgs & 4 Yz, {4 22
a3t Aol A 2L o] A A
gL Fise dx U3 F2 ez )
e FA71E AA 7L 718 el Ao

2 vepie 24¢ 387 "o Yads)e
Azt AFAE} RAL AFol
AE AFol) w=d, E3) P. intermedia®) u)&
o] AAx7|dl dAH oz ZFI8GD). Savitte}
Kent®3= 109 oA A. actinomycetemcomitans7}
7 st m o] A zpAde, P gingi-
valise 10 oA ¥]go] 7} A on, 40d7}7]
A F74stdst ol Fo ztagidm wmaly
ot.

Ao AF FA AF dF Aso)
311X Singletary $27)& 7738 R9jolNq F
o] 623%2A 7} e v &L A5, ¥
A el Aol $TAFETA B+
YAF)Y ulge] 437%F ARt sjgle
o, T4 AFS EAL AFARY B=E
FAse AE2A o]4¥8 4 bz FYH
= FFA Al AAL 1/5 o)A, Fzol
173 o|3}9) v &2 EAe 34 WA A
g3 F3stgd.

Tanner & P. micros7} XFz% 3}3) o)
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Zlqste 299N Aoz o 482 3
v P, gingivalisE A% AFAR F-9elA AF
o ¥ FXF 1Y ¥ oz Ak fd
Y AFHelM =¥ & $EXE Yepin, o
A A Ge] golM AFol| 95& AHAAH
3 ateddk. AYA X FGelAM P. gingivalis, P.
intermedin’s ¥4 AP AF49] 9dde=
A3 Vincent 29 dFIME Y
X FQolA P. gingivalis®] A A7t F7H
o, #d4 AFGolt F& AW4 AF Yol
A A. actinomycete-mcomitans®] A A7} F
Jhgex sgg. AF2A 9 v o dF
dA AFqE A A Ao F7iE A7)
of B4 XF H4AFel A3 FAS F7Hs e
Ae Aol Rus

ol 7HF g AMgHeAE Ay
2 PCRE ©o]4% 16s rRNA $479 FH&
4 AHubge A2dsAd % oo AFE
AZse 9 U FolAe] s Wy el
e 2% 29 FoIA 165 RNA $3A7}
PCRE 918 71 HAd 292 Hridgx 9l
£ 2 o] 165 tRNAX 2E A Fd 3
sle] $UE 97 NS e BE 29
g} Zulo} Eo|q Rz FAEH 7] AE
olc]_w&)_

Scotland®] Glasgow X|Zojshsidely X F
o #AE Aoz & 4599 A A subgingival
plaque sampleg AFHstd AYT 23} A
actinomycetemcomitans,. H. aphrophilus, H. para-
phrophilus 1% W=7} 27 44.5%(20%),
4459%(209), 11%(5%9)& A. actinomycetem-
comitans®} H. aphrophilus e 743 $A8HA
Jebgta H. paraphrophilus7} 742 3A] vrepst
on®, & AN A AFY $AE o
A}o 2 subgingival plaque sampleg 3 3}
AYs A3} A. actinomycetemcomitans, H.
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aphrophilus, H. paraphrophilus 7% W=7} 2}z
535%, 0%, 43%2 Jep} A. actinomycetem-
comitans7t o2 Mol st 71 A EH
vebt 3, H. aphrophilus7} 71 @A vebdet.
dAd e XA BHHA A F4e] A
M= A. actinomycetemcomitans7} ©& HFE
o wlde 7} $AEA Jept AFARE
dosle d 71  #Wde HLmP),
Scotland®] 7#$-ellM¥ H. paraphrophilus7} 7}
B @A dehted?, 839 AgdAE H.
aphrophilus7} 7}V @A el H. aphrophilus
E AFAHE dod|e ¥AddMy & 98
3 %¢ Aoz 7.

=3, AFzA Yol & T P S
AR Rd, A&A AN dat 25 23 o
4 Aede B3 e Aes deht AFe
Aoz ARHAY AFAEL 42 A ¥4
8] FARAF[YI} o]FAAL UYEE & F
Aoyt gute Moz A&AE Y3}z 3l
A e Aoz wop A} Ysuse 5
Z18E 2717 98 $AHes FAMAW
fo] A Heg Aoz Amd

3&A P95 AFRd, XFF #A2 HS4
x| olg} ol 8|3 #H7A HiEdrl 45.7% 2
713 el Yehed, AFgHoz 7173 ¥
Agate] A$ 633%2 Jehd 2748 sjAg
A7k AF49 #ARg 2] A4&AE AA
s qle Aoz Az e,

HuiAol AL Avnd, A8 AYo] oo
dx S Ass} A WA A 403%,
A7 AP A% 00%2 ekt 47|
Aql scalinge] &3t Zleg Yepgon, AF
A dqupge 713 7)Ee] He 4L &
she oz ARsE 7o Foea A
4.
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5.4 E

AFAgs YA AAD AFHH ¥4
@<l A. actinomycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus
9 H. paraphrophilus®] M2 ¥+ =& v w3}
7] #1519 l6s 1RNA 2ARE Agatd A7
9 82 9293 AFH¥H oz A7 AAYA
3099 A2dstxe] 9 el & AHs PCR
< AAEtY FH AFe FEE FAS
2 A% g 22 AEE dd4

1. Saliva sampled] ] X F8H oz A7} 8
=29 A% A. actino- mycetemcomitans,
H. aphrophilus 3 H. paraphrophilus7} 7}+7t
21%, 26%, 237%2 JYeptew 1 F
A. actinomycetemcomitans®] ¥-3X7} 7}A
AR AFE #A AYEY AN
= H. paraphrophilus7} 7} @t
Aol @2 AFe] £XE Asnd dx
239 A9 saliva samplesl| Al H. para-
phrophilus®] ¥x7} 7}&A ¥skew, o=t
259 BAbe) A4 Al actinomycetemcomi-
tans7} 7} w9t}

2. Subgingival plaque sampleciA{2] *]3=3
Moz A% dzF9 745 Ade +x
= A
aphrophilus R H. paraphrophilus7} 7z+7t
44%, 2.0%, 48%=2 e} H. para-
phrophilus7} 7} @otow, Al FoA =
A. actinomycetemcomitans7} 7} %t}
4ol Be AZe B v EF A
actinomycetemcomitans7} 7} w9k}

3. &4 34, Y, FHAME AFH @
Arc AFHHoz ART FJAPA}
SHhE A& AAsT gsled, X4
At el M A g o] XA s}

actinomycetemcomitans, H.
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o Aol dAY Y o4 o Aoz
SEINEY

o4 ZAE & o AFAY HUF2 ¥
Holqu A dstAeelA o W] $=
5ol lew, 7 Wddel A& PCR A3} A
actinomycetemcomitanse} H. paraphrophilus7} X]
FzeHoz AW A R AFAY WA
A 3EHoz AZse AFABe FHo|
gasgens AFARE dwalr] A4
R7HQ 7447 9 ARAekAAs} 223
o gule A4 & o2 AFzAe
AR# AREE Folof & Aoz Awdd.
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Abstract

The Distribution of Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans,
Hemophilus aphrophilus and Hemophilus paraphrophilus
in Subgingival Plaque and Saliva from Korean
Periodontitis Patients using PCR

Ok-Sun Choi!, Gwang-Sook Ahn', Hye-Jin Kim, Eun-Sook Lee

1Dept. of Biology, Daejeon University,
Dept. of Dental Hygiene, Gimcheon College

Key words: PCR, Periodontitis, A. actinomycetemcomitans, H. aphrophilus, H. araphrophilus

The closely related species Actinobacillus actinomycetemcomitans, Hemophilus aphrophilus and
Hemophilus paraphrophilus are common findings in oral microbiota. The aims of this study
were to compare the distribution of three species in healthy subjects and periodontitis
patients using PCR for 16s rRNA gene. The DNA was extracted from the subgingival plaque
and saliva in 122 subjects for restriction enzyme analysis with Hinf I and Hha L

In case of periodontally healthy person, A. actinomycetemcomitans was predominant than H.
paraphrophilus in saliva sample, but H. paraphrophilus was predominant than A. actinomycetem-
comitans in subgingival plaque sample.

On the contrary, in case of periodontitis patients, H. paraphrophilus was predominant than A.
actinomycetemcomitans in saliva sample, but A. actinomycetemcomitans was predominant than H.
paraphrophilus in subgingival plaque sample.

In addition, the fact was confirmed that the distribution of A. actinomycetemcomitns of
women periodontitis patients was somewhat higher than men periodontitis patients in saliva
and subgingival plaque samples.

We convinced that the PCR method for 16s rRNA gene was important for screening and

monitoring of periodontal disease.





